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24th Saytﬂnbﬁr, 1804,

ear Mr. e Rusett,

I have your lafier of the 228nd instant,
which wnfortunataely orassed with our Sacretary's letter daaling
with tho same subjicct.

113 you now a pear Lo ravert to ryomr firast estinate
of the bending moment, vizi- 960,000 feat tona, there is a
consliderabla differance between your estimate ﬁnd that, ¢Ff the
other RPulildars, -
An these vessels are pracilically of ldentical
adeslgns, and ag the conditions asgwmsed for the strength
caleulaticns are ldentical, the banding nmoements ought to he
identical, Would 1t not therefore be better for you and
the other Builders 1o clear upn what the difference is due

to, and, 1f possible, toagree to the same rigure, If vou

find this Inpoasible 1T thing you cught to send ws a tracing
of your banding moment curve, and I have asked Mr, Lhuke to

do the sama, ¥e should then he able 40 see what it ia we

are doing if we adopt the mean of the two estimates ror the
banaing monank,

With regard to ihe moment of realstg
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that on the scantlings of your last submitted section at ©5,860,
The intarcostal plates in the double bottom are included
from bottom angle to top angle without any deduetion for the
manholas, as this has not been done in the previous ealenlations
adopted as a basis of comparison.,

would it not be dealrable in the meantine to confine
the astimates of the stress 1o mild steel scantllings so as

not 10 oonfluss the iasus?
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